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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 14 and 15 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because: 

The claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 14 and 
15 disclose a "program" with no description or clear support of a computer program 
product positively disclosed in the specification. Therefore, with no disclosure of a 
computer program within the specification, a computer program does not fall under one 
of the statutory categories under 35 USC 101 as patent eligible subject matter, where 
computer program or computer program product does not define any structural and 
functional interrelationships between the computer program and other claimed elements 
of a computer which permit the computer program's functionality to be realized. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-15 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 



Application/Control Number: 10/799,645 
Art Unit: 2626 



Pages 



The limitation of claim 1 lines 4-8 discloses detecting operation performed on an 
apparatus, wherein it is unclear and confusing as to the required feature of the invention 
this limitation pertains to. 

The limitation of claim 13 lines 22-26 discloses detecting operation performed on 
an apparatus, wherein it is unclear and confusing as to the required feature of the 
invention this limitation pertains to. 

The limitation of claim 14 lines 17-21 discloses detecting operation performed on 
an apparatus, wherein it is unclear and confusing as to the required feature of the 
invention this limitation pertains to. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 1-8 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shizuka et al. US 20020184004 A1 (hereinafter Shizuka) King et al. US 7103551 
B2 (hereinafter King). 

Re claims 1 and 13-15, Shizuka teaches a data processing method comprising: 
an operation detection step of detecting operation performed on an apparatus 
([0395]); 
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a state detection step of detecting a state of tlie apparatus when said operation is 
detected in said operation detection step ([0235]); 

a first execution step of executing motion corresponding to said operation in a 
case where the state of the apparatus is not a help mode ([0235]); 

an audio output step of phonetically outputting ([0305] - [0306]) a description of 
the motion corresponding to said operation in a case where the state of the apparatus is 
the help mode; 

a storage step of storing in a predetermined storage device information regarding 
said operation ([0234] - [0235]), whose description has been phonetically outputted 
([0305] - [0306]); 

a second execution step of executing motion corresponding to said operation 
based on the information regarding said operation stored in the storage device ([0239]), 
in a case where the state of the apparatus is the help mode ([0240]). 

However, Shizuka fails to teach outputting a description of the motion 
corresponding to said operation in a case where the state of the apparatus is the help 
mode (King Col. 7 lines 49-64); 

King teaches that when the user of the client 104A is visually impaired, the user 
may not be able to see the screen image displayed on the display screen 210 of the 
client 104A. However, when the audio output device 230 produces the verbal 
description of the screen image, the visually-impaired user may hear the description, 
and understand not only the general appearance of the screen image and any objects 
within the screen image (e.g., color, shape, size, and the like), but also the meaning. 
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significance, or intended purpose of any objects within the screen image as well (e.g., 
menus, dialog boxes, icons, and the like). This ability for a visually-impaired user to 
hear the verbal description of the screen image and to know the meaning, significance, 
or intended purpose of any objects within the screen image allows the user of the client 
104A to interact with the objects in a proper, meaningful, and expected way. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention phonetically outputting an audio description of motion 
corresponding to operation to aid a visually impaired individual in understanding the 
meaning of what is on a computer screen, wherein a user can interact with a system 
properly. 

Re claim 2, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1, 
further comprising: 

a second operation detection step of detecting second operation performed on 
the apparatus ([0395]); 

a second state detection step of detecting a state of the apparatus when the 
second operation is detected in said second detection step ([0235]), 

wherein in said second execution step, motion corresponding to the information 
regarding said operation stored in the storage device ([0239]) is executed in a case 
where the state of the apparatus detected in said second state detection step is the help 
mode ([0240]). 
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Re claim 3, Sliizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1 , 
further comprising: 

a cancellation step of canceling the help mode of the apparatus in a case where 
the state of the apparatus is the help mode and said operation is help operation 

([0231]); 

a setting step of setting the state of the apparatus in the help mode in a case 
where the state of the apparatus is not the help mode and said operation is help 
operation ([0231] & Fig. 23). 

Re claim 4, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1 , 
wherein in said first execution step, motion corresponding to said operation is executed 
in a case where the state of the apparatus is not the help mode and said operation is 
not help operation ([0231] & Fig. 23). 

Re claim 5, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1 , 
wherein in said audio output step, the description of the motion corresponding to said 
operation is phonetically outputted ([0305] - [0306]) in a case where the state of the 
apparatus is the help mode and said operation is not help operation (Fig. 32 items S25 
and S26). 

Re claim 6, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1 , 
further comprising a termination step of terminating audio output being currently 
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outputted in a case wliere operation performed on the apparatus is detected in said 
operation detection step (Fig. 34 items S48 and S49). 

Re claim 7, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1 , 
further comprising a second audio output step of phonetically outputting a motion result 
of said operation executed in said second execution step ([0305] - [0306]). 

Re claim 8, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1 , 
further comprising: 

an acquisition step of acquiring a name of said operation performed on the 
apparatus ([0225]); 

However, a third audio output step of phonetically outputting the name before 
phonetically outputting the description of the motion in said audio output step (King Col. 
7 lines 49-64); 

King teaches that when the user of the client 1 04A is visually impaired, the user 
may not be able to see the screen image displayed on the display screen 210 of the 
client 104A. However, when the audio output device 230 produces the verbal 
description of the screen image, the visually-impaired user may hear the description, 
and understand not only the general appearance of the screen image and any objects 
within the screen image (e.g., color, shape, size, and the like), but also the meaning, 
significance, or intended purpose of any objects within the screen image as well (e.g., 
menus, dialog boxes, icons, and the like). This ability for a visually-impaired user to 
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hear the verbal description of the screen image and to know the meaning, significance, 
or intended purpose of any objects within the screen image allows the user of the client 
104A to interact with the objects in a proper, meaningful, and expected way. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention phonetically outputting an audio description of motion 
corresponding to operation to aid a visually impaired individual in understanding the 
meaning of what is on a computer screen, wherein a user can interact with a system 
properly. 

7. Claim 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shizuka et al. US 20020184004 A1 (hereinafter Shizulta) King et al. US 7103551 B2 
(hereinafter King) and further in view of Surace et al. US 6334103 B1 (hereinafter 
Surace). 

Re claim 9, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 1 , 
further comprising: 

a changing step of changing sound quality of output speech (Fig. 24) 

However, Shizuka in view of King fails to teach a determination step of 
determining whether or not one same operation has been repeatedly performed on the 
apparatus (Surace Col. 10 lines 22-30); 

from the speech outputted last, in a case where one same operation has been 
repeatedly performed (Surace Col. 10 lines 22-30). 
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Surace teaches a voice user interface with personality, wherein it is determined 
whether the user is requiring repeated help in the same session or across sessions (i.e., 
a user is requiring help more than once in the current session). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention changing sound quality after determining whether or not the same 
operation has been repeatedly performed, wherein the detection of a repeated 
operation allows for a voice quality adjustment to be implemented such as a personality 
of a user interface dependent on how many times an operation is repeated (based on 
social and psychological experimental data). 

Re claim 10, data processing method according to claim 9, wherein in said 
changing step, vocalize speed of the output speech is changed (Fig. 24). 

Re claim 1 1 , Shizuka in view of King fails to teach the data processing method 
according to claim 9, wherein in said changing step, volume of the output speech is 
changed (Surace Col. 22 lines 44-49). 

Surace teaches the editing of audio tapes of the recorded scripts (e.g., to adjust 
volume and ensure smooth audio transitions within dialogs). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to change the volume of the output speech which would allow for a 
voice quality adjustment to be implemented such as a personality of a user interface 
dependent on how many times an operation is repeated (based on social and 
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psychological experimental data). Various parameters such as pitch, speed, clarity, and 
intonation can be varied to alter the personality of a voice interface. 

Re claim 12, Shizuka teaches the data processing method according to claim 9, 
wherein in said changing step, vocal quality of the output speech is changed (Fig. 24). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US 6269336 B1, US 6865532 B2, US 6188985 B1, US 6314402 
81 , US 20020003547 A1 , US 2002001 071 5 A1 , US 5566271 A, US 571 7738 A, US 
6266571 81, US 6564186 81. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C. Colucci whose telephone number is (571)- 
270-1847. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 am - 6:00 pm, Monday- 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571)-272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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